Selective impairment in recognition of faces (prosopagnosia) has been advanced as an argument for a brain module dedicated to face processing and focusing on the speci®c con®gural properties of faces. Loss of the inversion eect supposedly strengthened the argument ([10]: de Gelder B, Bachoud-Levi AC, Degos JD. Inversion superiority in visual agnosia may be common to a variety of orientation polarised objects besides faces. Vision Research, 1998;38:2855±61; [20]: Farah MJ, Wilson K, Drain H, Tanaka J. The inverted face inversion eect in prosopagnosia: Evidence for mandatory, face-speci®c perceptual mechanisms. Vision Research 1995b;35:2089±93). The present study of prosopagnosic patient LH reports that he has lost the normal pattern of superior performance with upright faces and objects and shows instead paradoxical inversion eect for faces but also for objects. Experiment 2 investigated whether LH's use of features based route for processing upright objects would be hindered by the whole-based encoding when processing upright objects. The data show the same context eect for objects as was found for faces. Therefore the inversion eect does not present decisive evidence for the existence of a face module. Moreover, the importance of con®guration-based recognition known to be crucial for face processing, must also be taken seriously for object recognition. 7
Introduction
Two contrasting views of the relation between disorders of visual object recognition (visual object agnosia) and face recognition (either in the narrow or the wide sense of prosopagnosia) are currently pursued with a variety of research methods. The search for neuroanatomical substrates special to faces was the topic of animal studies using single cell recording in the temporal cortex ([35] , but see [24] ) and continues with recent fMRI and ERP studies (e.g. [25±27]). At the core of the debates in neuropsychology is the question whether prosopagnosia re¯ects the existence of an autonomous processing system possibly based on a hard-wired face module (e.g. [19, 20] ). Support for the view that faces are unique perceptual stimuli has been provided by studies of patients with brain damage that have established material speci®c dissociations (for recent studies see Refs. [17, 19, 23, 31] ). In the literature on normal face processing arguments in favor of a specialized face processor are related to special eects obtained in studies of face processing. These include the inversion eect and the face context eect, both explained by reference to the stimulus con®guration in the sense of the relation between the parts of a stimulus [1, 8, 13, 37] and special processing strategies like holistic encoding [21] . An alternative view challenges the idea of a radical dissociation between a processing E-mail address: b.degelder@kub.nl (B. de Gelder).
